






































































































































































































































ity	 of	 antagonism”	 is	 a	 central	 and	 vital	 task	 (2016:	 80).	 Yet,	 even	 this	 rough	 sketch	








against	any	civic	uses	of	nuclear	energy	–,	 leading,	 finally,	 to	the	anarchist	spirit	of	the	
1990s.	Nevertheless,	this	historiography	is	all	too	blunt,	all	too	effortless	and	neat,	evok-
ing	distinguishable	periods	where	in	fact	there	are	none.	After	all,	while	the	1930s,	1970s,	




























can	 the	 environmental	 question	 be	 understood	 as	 a	 common	 denominator	 of	 protest	





















































articulating	environmental	questions	as	 situated	within,	 intricately	connected	with,	 and	
struggling	against	this	framework	of	capitalism.	In	the	riot,	the	theoretical	strands	may	



































































































































the	 world’s	 less	 powerful,	 […]	 this	 future	 is	 so	 undeniably	 bleak	 (and	 the	
world’s	present	political	arrangements	so	undemocratic)	 that	any	 informed	







highlighting	 innovation,	 technological	 fixes,	marketisation,	 and	 self-regulation	 as	 their	
preferred	responses	(cf.	Wright	and	Nyberg	2015:	73);	or	corporations	use	their	status	to	
exacerbate	the	recession	of	state	regulation	under	neoliberal	capitalism.	These	corpora-






































































compelling	 concern	 that	 non-confrontational	 means	 had	 proven	 unable	 to	 address”	
(2013:	62-3).	Considering	the	entanglement	of	neoliberal	democracy	with	exacerbating	





















dispossessed,	 exploited,	 and	 alienated	 subaltern	 subjects.	 Their	 gathering	 expresses	 a	


































ter	 understood	 as	 an	 effective	 veiling	 of	 its	 social	 (re-)construction	 than	 an	 actual	
transhistorical	fact.	The	infrastructure	nourishing	the	use	of	fossil	fuels	needs	to	be	re-
produced	in	social	relations.	In	these	relations	there	is	a	varying	degree	of	complicity	with	













ments	 that	 converge	 within	 environmental	 protest,	 characterising	 the	 environmental	
movement	as	 “a	multidimensional	 and	 amorphous	 political	 phenomenon”	 (Parr	 2018:	
65).	The	various	variants	of	subaltern	groups	form	“spectral	unities”	(Clover	2016:	72)	







































































ing	and	 interaction	–	a	disalienating	 force,	when	re-functioned	by	the	 collective	of	 the	
crowd.	Notably,	these	protests	also	aligned	with	forms	of	militancy	delineated	by	D’Arcy:	





















stating	that	“[h]owever	much	I	wish	to	make	more	of	 the	Reclaim	the	Future	 idea,	 the	balance	between	
protest	and	party	has	completely	shifted”	(2010:	5).	To	some	extent,	this	is	a	valid	criticism	of	RTS’s	devel-
opment	after	the	1990s;	nonetheless,	the	exact	relationship	between	utopian	thinking,	solidarity,	the	estab-


































of	 the	 low-carbon	city,	 far	more	than	any	particular	green	design	or	 technology,	 is	 the	
priority	given	to	public	affluence	over	private	wealth”	(2010:	43).	
































emphasis	on	radical	political	action,	and	 it	authorises	 it	 in	 that	 it	performatively	 legiti-
mises	it	and	acts	as	the	future’s	collective	author	and	agent.	The	riot	bursts	open	the	re-
strictive,	limiting,	and	narrowing	imagery	surrounding	contemporary	(ecological)	politi-





























































































































phe	and	the	disavowal	of	 the	social	unrest,	 the	 irreconcilable	 fury	that	stems	from	the	
precariat’s	position	as	social	abject.	Riots	rearticulate	and	centre	both	of	those	disavow-
als.	They	overcome	the	alienation	endemic	to	contemporary	forms	of	subjectivation	un-
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